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cnlties which it presents are of a most serious
character.

But in adopting the former of the two alternatives
we must be careful not to demand more than fairly
belongs to it. We are not in the slightest degree
committed by natural theology to the assumption
that the first man was formed directly from lifeless
matter. All that we have occasion to assent to is
that in some way or other he originated by the
design of a Power capable of designing, and able
to execute that which was designed. How the end
was accomplished, is a question' into which we are
not called on to enter. It may perfectly well be
that the mode was one involving a general similarity
of plan between the body of man and that of other
mammals. The fact of the existence of such a
general similarity of plan by no means justifies the
assumption of a continuous change taking place by
the mere operation of what are regarded as natural
causes.

But if we allow that man took his origin by a
creative act of some kind, the question fairly arises,
Is his condition such as might be supposed answer-
able to such an origin ?

ISTow here it may be freely conceded we meet
with difficulties to which natural theology alone can
offer but very imperfect answers, if any at all. Take
for one thing the sad contrast between something